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Of course if it could be said that at the end of three years when an election is held what happens is that the same set of people come back again, that may perhaps be an argument for extending the period ; but if even in three years the electorate thinks that they should have a different set of people, that may be an argument for not making the period too long.
Colonel Lane-Fox: The changes in the first and second Assembly might be due to the non-co-operation movement.
Sir Han Singh Gour : The survivors of the first Assembly in the second Assembly were only eight.
175.	The Chairman :  Colonel Lane-Fox is right in
saying that the second Assembly is not a good test,
as there was a change due to the non-co-operation
movement;   but take, for instance, the second 'and
third Assembly :  what is the result ?
Sir Hari Singh Goiiv : There are only three' or four members left as survivors of the first Assembly, and if we leave out our Muhammadan brethren who come from special electorates, those who come from the joint electorates are only two, myself and Mr. Neogy.
176.	Dr.   Suhrawardy:  What   about   the   Swara
jists ?
Sir Hari Singh Gour : They form a bloc. I am talking of the people of the first, second and third Assembly.
177.	The Chairman :  We may pass from personal
experiences to the real question, the question raised
by Sir Zulfiqar Ali Khan.    It is a purely general
point whether the experience goes to show that the
present life of the Assembly is too short.    I rather
gather from you, gentlemen, that some of you rather
feel that it is too short ?
Sir Hari Singh Gour :   Yes.
178.	Dr.  Suhrawardy :   The anomaly is  that the
Council  of  State  has life  for five years   and   the
Assembly for three years.    This practically excludes
the members of the Council who wish to stand for the
Assembly, as they cannot stand  for election to the
Assembly without resigning their seats in the Council
of State.
Sardar Shivdev Singh Uberoi : Any one can stand both for the Assembly and the Council of State, and if lie is elected in one he can withdraw from another.
 179.	Is there any rule prohibiting the appointment
of an Indian* as a Home Member in the Government
of India ?—None at all.
 180.	WouldLyou please tell the Conference whether
there has everbeTen. a Sikh Member of the Executive
Council of the Viceroy either during the  present
Reforms or during the previous Reforms, that is, the
Minto-Morley reforms ?—I do not think so.
Dr. Suhrawardy: During the Minto-Morley reforms there was not also a Muhammadan member.
181.	Arising out of the question put to you by
the Chair, may I ask you if it is not a fact that the
emergency powers exercised by the Government have
made Government less zealous in putting up a strenu
ous fight against the Opposition ?—I should certainly
say not.   The Government is straining every nerve
to secure the support of the majority and is most
reluctant to use the emergency powers.
 186.	Rao Bahadur Rajah : Will you kindly tell me
whether any member of the depressed classes was
either elected or nominated in the first or in the
second Assembly ?—(Mr. Dunnett) :   I think there
was none.
 187.	There was also none in the  old  Imperial
Assembly ?—I think that is true.
 188.	May I take it that there was none in the
old Imperial Councils ?—I think that is correct.
 189.	And the main object of nomination, I under
stand, is to adjust inequalities ?—Yes.
190.	In. 1927 a member of the depressed classes
was nominated to the Assembly to represent that
community  which   forms   nearly   one-fifth  of  the
population of this country ?—The figure one is correct.
I do not know about the percentage.
l»l. The Chairman :    *      *      *    It is a fact, is it
 not, that though there are so many members of the depressed classes in varioiis parts of India, that there has been only one nominated member in the Assembly to represent them ?—Yes, sir.
Rao Bahadur Rajah : That is exactly my pointr that such a vast humanity like that is represented in the Assembly by one member and such a thing could be found nowhere else in the world,.
The Chairman \ You have a larger constituency than any one in the world.
The Witness (Mr. Dunnett} : If you are interested,, sir, there is of course an explanation for that. I wish to guard against any possible misapprehension-on that score. The fact of the matter is that if you give more nomination, you will have to increase the elected members and have to revise practically the whole composition of the House. As you are aware,, sir, the composition of the Assembly is based on provincial quotas, and the proportion of elected and* nominated members is fixed If we had given/more-than one nomination on that occasion, we would have had to increase the elected seats, and then.^we would have got in addition difficulties of distributlon-of seats between provinces, the Assembly being-constituted first by allotting seats to the various provinces and so on.
 192.	The Chairman :   May I mention in reference-
to what Mr. Dunnett has said what the provision
of the Statute is ?    These things of course are well
known,   but still even  people who  live  under  the
law do not always know exactly what it says.    The
Statute  says  that  the  Legislative  Assembly  must
contain  140 members as a minimum.    In fact,  as
we have heard, it is now 145.    But the point is that
there is a further statutory provision that at least
five-sevenths of the total number of members, what
ever the total number is, must be elected.    And I
gather, Mr. Dunnett, your point was that supposing
that you were, therefore, to increase the number of
nominated members, as for instance in the direction
which was suggested,  the result would be that in
order to comply with the law you  would  have to
increase the total number of the House ?—Yes, sir.
 193.	Otherwise  the  five-sevenths  rule  would   be
broken ?—Yes, sir.
 194.	That is not in itself likely to give complete
satisfaction to the view Mr. Rajah is largely repre
senting.    You will agree,  I. am sure,  it is  a poor
answer to a number  of  people  who feel  unrepre
sented to say that if you want to be represented
properly,  I  shall have" to increase the number of
members of the House ?—If the action of Govern
ment is criticised, sir,  I would like to amplify my
statement.
 195.	We are not attacking the Government.    We
are only pursuing the truth ?—The membership of
the Assembly was fixed  primarily  by  allotting  a
certain number of seats to provinces, and, therefore,
we had  to deal with all  applications  for increase
bearing that in mind, and as soon as you start to
increase the elected members you have got to put
the whole thing into the melting-pot again and start
raising the relative allotments to each province.    In
the second place, the Joint Select Committee of the
Houses of Parliament laid it down that there should
be no alteration for ten years.   In these circumstances,
when this claim to which Government was far from
hostile,   to which  indeed  it  was  very favourable,
came up, we gave what we could.    It is unfortunate
that we could give only one seat, but for these two
broad reasons our hands were tied and we could
not go beyond one.
196.	The Chairman :   I think, Mr. Rajah, the wit
ness has answered your question very frankly and
fairly.    (To  the Witness) :    You  said   two  things.
One thing was that the claim put forward for repre
sentation  by the  depressed   classes  was one, you
thought, on which Government looked with favour,
and you said secondly,  I think, that it was un
fortunately the case that at the time and in the
circumstances  you   could  only find  room  for one
member.    I take that to mean that if fortunately

